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DETAILED ACTION 

Miscellaneous 

1 . Please note that the examiner of record for this application has changed. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the predetermined 
criteria" lacks proper antecedent basis. Appropriate correction is required. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 22 August 2008 have been fully considered but are 
moot in view of the new rejections citing the Logan reference. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-5, 8, 10-13, 16, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Finseth (US 6813775) in view of Logan (US 2008/0092168). 
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For independent Claim 1 Finseth teaches: 

a method for generating a recommendation for video content to a viewer 
(Column 13 Lines 19-24), the viewer having a user profile corresponding to a 
viewing history of the viewer (Col. 2 Lines 3-7), the method comprising: 

accessing at least one other user profile corresponding to a viewing 
history of another user (Col. 2 Lines 3-1 1 ); 

combining a portion of the at least one other user profile with the user 
profile of the viewer to create a combined user profile (Col. 17 Lines 13-18); and 

determining a recommendation for video content based on the combined 
user profile (Figure 16 with Col. 17 Lines 45-56, note Fig. 16 lists combined user 
profiles). 

Finseth uses a push-type method for automatically transmitting profile 
data from the source receiver to the destination receiver, in contrast to the 
claimed pull-type method of transmitting a request for the profile data and 
receiving the data in response to the request. 

Logan teaches a pull-type method for sharing metadata between 
television receivers comprising registering an Internet URL associated with the 
metadata so that a destination receiver may access the URL in order to receive 
the metadata [para 0087]. Accessing the URL by the receiving device thus 
comprises a request for the metadata, and the subsequent peer-to-peer transfer 
is thus performed in response to the request. 
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It would have been obvious to have modified Finseth's profile-sharing 
method to incorporate the pull-type method of Logan's metadata-sharing system, 
thus adapting Logan's method to share profile data instead of metadata, for the 
purposes of allowing users to access other users' data at will and establishing a 
community around the shared data [Logan 0087]. 

For Claim 2 as discussed in independent Claim 1, Finseth further teaches: 

the accessing comprises the other user providing at least partial access 
to the at least one other user profile (Col. 12 Lines 23-35, and Col. 15 Lines 52- 
57) through a communication channel (Fig. 3 Element 82 with Col. 7 Lines 43- 
48). 

For Claim 3 as discussed in Claim 2, Finseth further teaches: 

the viewer has limited access to the at least one other user profile (Col. 
12 Lines 30-35, and Col. 15 Lines 52-57) and the combining (Col. 17 Lines 15- 
1 7) comprises the other user designating the portion of the at least one other 
user profile which can be combined with the user profile of the viewer (Fig. 1 1 
Elem. 198 with Col. 15 Lines 52-57). 

For Claim 4 as discussed in Claim 2, Finseth further teaches: 

the viewer has access to more than the portion of the at least one other 
user profile and the combining comprises the viewer designating the portion of 
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the at least one other user profile (Fig. 1 5 Elem. 244 with Col. 17 Lines 30-40) 
which is to be combined with the user profile of the viewer (Col. 17 Lines 13-18). 

For Claim 5 as discussed in Claim 2, Finseth further teaches: 

the combining comprises automatically combining the user profile of the 
viewer with the portion of the at least one other user profile (Fig. 1 1 Elem. 1 96 
with Col. 15 Lines 40-48, and Col. 17 Lines 13-18; note Finseth teaches that user 
profile information is automatically shared between users, and that the recipient 
user may choose to have the incoming profile information combined into his or 
her own profile) according to a predetermined criteria (Col. 17 Lines 31-40, note 
the user is able to select criteria under which viewer profile information is 
combined [Fig. 15 Elem. 244] ). 

For Claim 8 as discussed in independent Claim 1, Finseth further teaches: 

requesting the at least one other user profile (Fig. 14 Elem. 228 with Col. 

16 Lines 59-65) according to a predetermined characteristic (Col. 17 Lines 30-40, 

i.e., the security measures enacted to handle other user's information); 
selecting the at least one response based on the predetermined 

characteristic (Col. 17 Lines 30-40, note a user selects portions of the other user 

profile information according to security considerations). 



For independent Claim 10 Finseth teaches: 
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an apparatus for generating a recommendation for video content to a 
viewer (see Abstract and Col. 2 lines 3-1 1 ), the viewer having a user profile 
corresponding to a viewing history of the viewer (Col. 2 Lines 3-7), the apparatus 
comprising: 

communication system for accessing (Fig. 3 Elem. 82 with Col. 7 Lines 
43-48) at least one other user profile (Col. 17 Lines 13-16) corresponding to a 
viewing history of another user (Col. 2 lines 3-7); 

a processor (Fig. 3 Elem. 74) that combines a portion of the at least one 
other user profile with the user profile of the viewer to create a combined user 
profile (Col. 8 Lines 52-56 with Col. 17 Lines 13-17); and 

a recommender (Fig. 3 Elem 64) that determines a recommendation for 
video content based on the combined user profile (Fig. 16 with Col. 17 Lines 48- 
65, note Fig. 16 lists combined user profiles). 

Finseth uses a push-type method for automatically transmitting profile 
data from the source receiver to the destination receiver, in contrast to the 
claimed pull-type method of transmitting a request for the profile data and 
receiving the data in response to the request. 

Logan teaches a pull-type method for sharing metadata between 
television receivers comprising registering an Internet URL associated with the 
metadata so that a destination receiver may access the URL in order to receive 
the metadata [para 0087]. Accessing the URL by the receiving device thus 
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comprises a request for the metadata, and the subsequent peer-to-peer transfer 
is thus performed in response to the request. 

It would have been obvious to have modified Finseth's profile-sharing 
method to incorporate the pull-type method of Logan's metadata-sharing system, 
thus adapting Logan's method to share profile data instead of metadata, for the 
purposes of allowing users to access other users' data at will and establishing a 
community around the shared data [Logan 0087]. 

For Claim 11 as discussed in independent Claim 10, Finseth further teaches: 
the viewer has access to more than the portion of the at least one other 
user profile (Col. 17 Lines 29-33) and the apparatus further comprises a user 
interface (Fig. 15 Elem. 240) in which the viewer designates the portion of the at 
least one other user profile which is to be combined with the user profile of the 
viewer (Col. 17 Lines 30-40). 

For Claim 12 as discussed in independent Claim 10, Finseth further teaches: 

a combining system (Fig. 3 Elements 74, 78, 80 and 82) that 
automatically combines the user profile of the viewer with the portion of the at 
least one other user profile (Fig. 11 Elem. 196 with Col. 15 Lines 40-48, and Col. 
17 Lines 13-18; note Finseth teaches that user profile information is automatically 
shared between users, and that the recipient user may choose to have the 
incoming profile information combined into his or her own profile) according to a 
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predetermined criteria (Col. 17 Lines 31-40, note the user is able to select criteria 
under which viewer profile information is combined [Fig. 15 Elem. 244] ). 

For Claim 13 as discussed in Claim 12, Finseth further teaches: 

the combining system comprises the processor (Fig. 3 Elem. 74 with Col. 
8 Lines 53-59). 

For Claim 16 as discussed in independent Claim 10, Finseth in view of Logan 
further teaches: 

the communication system (Fig. 3 Element 82 with Col. 7 Lines 43-48) 
comprises: 

a transmitter that transmits a request for the at least one other user profile 
(Fig. 3 Element 82 with Col. 7 Lines 43-48; and Col. 16 Lines 59-67; also Logan 
para 0087) according to a predetermined characteristic (Col. 17 Lines 30-40, i.e., 
the security measures enacted for the other user); 

a receiver that receives at least one response to the request (Fig. 3 
Element 82 with Col. 7 Lines 43-48; also Logan para 0087); and 

a user interface (Fig. 15 Elem. 240) for selecting the at least one response 
based on the predetermined characteristic (Col. 17 Lines 30-40, i.e., the security 
measures enacted to handle other user's information ). 
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For independent Claim 18 Finseth teaches: 

a program storage device readable by machine (Fig. 3 Elem. 78), tangibly 

embodying a program of instructions executable by the machine to perform 

method steps for generating a recommendation for video content to a viewer 

(Col. 2 Lines 3-1 1 with Col. 8 Lines 52-58), the viewer having a user profile 

corresponding to a viewing history of the viewer (Col. 2 Lines 3-6), the method 

comprising: 

accessing at least one other user profile (Col. 2 Lines 6-1 1 ) 
corresponding to a viewing history of another user (Col. 2 Lines 3-6); 

combining a portion of the at least one other user profile with the user 
profile of the viewer to create a combined user profile (Col. 17 Lines 13-17 and 
30-40); and 

determining a recommendation for video content based on the combined 
user profile (Fig. 16 Elem. 246 with Col. 17 lines 45-55, note the combined user 
preference information items). 

Finseth uses a push-type method for automatically transmitting profile 
data from the source receiver to the destination receiver, in contrast to the 
claimed pull-type method of transmitting a request for the profile data and 
receiving the data in response to the request. 

Logan teaches a pull-type method for sharing metadata between 
television receivers comprising registering an Internet URL associated with the 
metadata so that a destination receiver may access the URL in order to receive 



Application/Control Number: 10/538,092 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2427 

the metadata [para 0087]. Accessing the URL by the receiving device thus 
comprises a request for the metadata, and the subsequent peer-to-peer transfer 
is thus performed in response to the request. 

It would have been obvious to have modified Finseth's profile-sharing 
method to incorporate the pull-type method of Logan's metadata-sharing system, 
thus adapting Logan's method to share profile data instead of metadata, for the 
purposes of allowing users to access other users' data at will and establishing a 
community around the shared data [Logan 0087]. 

For independent Claim 19 Finseth teaches: 

a computer program product embodied in a computer-readable medium 
for generating a recommendation for video content to a viewer (Col. 2 Lines 3-1 1 
with Col. 8 Lines 52-58), the viewer having a user profile corresponding to a 
viewing history of the viewer (Col. 2 Lines 3-6), the computer program product 
comprising: 

computer readable program code means for accessing at least one other 
user profile (Col. 2 Lines 6-1 1 ) corresponding to a viewing history of another user 
(Col. 2 Lines 3-6); 

computer readable program code that combines a portion of the at least 
one other user profile with the user profile of the viewer to create a combined 
user profile (Col. 17 Lines 13-17 and 30-40); and 
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computer readable program that determines a recommendation for video 
content based on the combined user profile (Fig. 16 Elem. 246 with Col. 17 lines 
45-55, note the combined user preference information items). 

Finseth uses a push-type method for automatically transmitting profile 
data from the source receiver to the destination receiver, in contrast to the 
claimed pull-type method of transmitting a request for the profile data and 
receiving the data in response to the request. 

Logan teaches a pull-type method for sharing metadata between 
television receivers comprising registering an Internet URL associated with the 
metadata so that a destination receiver may access the URL in order to receive 
the metadata [para 0087]. Accessing the URL by the receiving device thus 
comprises a request for the metadata, and the subsequent peer-to-peer transfer 
is thus performed in response to the request. 

It would have been obvious to have modified Finseth's profile-sharing 
method to incorporate the pull-type method of Logan's metadata-sharing system, 
thus adapting Logan's method to share profile data instead of metadata, for the 
purposes of allowing users to access other users' data at will and establishing a 
community around the shared data [Logan 0087]. 

6. Claims 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Finseth (U.S. Patent 6,813,775) in view of Logan (US 2008/0092168) and Prokopenko 
(U.S. Patent 7,188,355). 
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For Claim 6 as discussed in independent Claim 1, Finseth teaches that: 

sub-portions of the at least one other user profile are added to the user 

profile of the viewer which are not present in the user profile of the viewer (Col. 

17 Lines 13-17, 26-28 and 45-49; also Col. 17 Lines 59-67 through Col. 18 Lines 

1-3, note Finseth teaches that the sharing and merging of user profiles may 

entice viewers to watch programming outside the scope of their individual 

viewing routines, meaning that sub-portions of the at least one other user profile 

are added to the user profile of the viewer which are not present in the user 

profile of the viewer) 

Finseth does not expressly teach: 

the predetermined criteria comprises adding sub-portions of the at least 

one other user profile to the user profile of the viewer which are not present in the 

user profile of the viewer 

Prokopenko teaches: 

adding an entry to a list of recommended programs, only if the entry is not 

already in the list of recommended programs (Col. 22 Lines 61-67 through Col. 

23 Lines 1-3) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have the predetermined criteria comprise 
adding sub-portions of the at least one other user profile to the user profile of the 
viewer, as taught by Finseth that are not present in the user profile of the viewer, 
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as taught by Prokopenko. The motivation would have been to prevent 
unnecessary duplicate profile information in the merged user profile. 



For Claim 14 as discussed in Claim 12, Finseth further teaches: 

sub-portions of the at least one other user profile are added to the user 
profile of the viewer which are not present in the user profile of the viewer (Col. 
17 Lines 13-17, 26-28 and 45-49; also Col. 17 Lines 59-67 through Col. 18 Lines 
1-3, note Finseth teaches that the sharing and merging of user profiles may 
entice viewers to watch programming outside the scope of their normal viewing 
routines, meaning that sub-portions of the at least one other user profile are 
added to the user profile of the viewer which are not present in the user profile 
of the viewer) 

Finseth does not expressly teach: 

the predetermined criteria comprises adding sub-portions of the at least 
one other user profile to the user profile of the viewer which are not present in the 
user profile of the viewer 
Prokopenko teaches: 

adding an entry to a list of recommended programs, only if the entry is not 
already in the list of recommended programs (Col. 22 Lines 61-67 through Col. 
23 Lines 1-3) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have the predetermined criteria comprise 
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adding sub-portions of the at least one other user profile to the user profile of the 
viewer, as taught by Finseth that are not present in the user profile of the viewer, 
as taught by Prokopenko. The motivation would have been to prevent 
unnecessary duplicate profile information in the merged user profile. 

7. Claims 7 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Finseth (U.S. Patent 6,813,775) in view of Logan (US 2008/0092168) and Wang (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication 2002/0188949). 

For Claim 7 as discussed in independent Claim 1, Finseth teaches: 

determining a recommendation for video content based on a combined 

user profile (Fig. 16 Elem. 248 with Col. 17 Lines 13-17 and 45-56) 

Finseth does not expressly teach: 

assigning weights to at least a portion of the portion of the at least one 

other user profile before the combining to create a weighted combined user 

profile, wherein the determining comprises determining the recommendation for 

the video content based on the weighted combined user profile. 

Wang teaches: 

assigning weights to portions of a user profile (Abstract: Lines 5-12, and 
Paragraph [0006] Lines 9-14), and determining a recommendation for video 
programming based on the weighted user profile (Abstract: Lines 12-15, and 
Paragraph [0006] Lines 14-16). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to assign weights to at least a portion of the 
portion of the at least one other user profile (as taught by Wang) before the 
combining to create a weighted combined user profile (as taught by Finseth), and 
subsequently determine the recommendation for the video content based on the 
weighted combined user profile. The motivation would have been to allow a user 
to dictate the amount of influence particular portions of the other user's profile 
has on the combined video recommendations. 

For Claim 15 as discussed in independent Claim 10, Finseth teaches: 
creating a combined user profile (Col. 17 Lines 13-17), and 
a recommender (Fig. 3 Elem 64) for determining a recommendation for 

video content based on the combined user profile (Fig. 16 with Col. 17 Lines 48- 

65, note Fig. 16 lists combined user profiles) 

Finseth does not expressly teach: 

a user interface for assigning weights to at least a portion of the portion of 

the at least one other user profile to create a weighted combined user profile , 

wherein the recommender determines the recommendation for the video content 

based on the weighted combined user profile . 

Wang teaches: 

a user interface for assigning weights to at least a portion of a user profile 
(Fig. 1 with Paragraph [0006] Lines 13-17), and 
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determining a recommendation for video programming based on the 
weighted user profile (Abstract: Lines 12-15, and Paragraph [0006] Lines 14-16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the user interface for assigning 
weights to a user profile, and the recommending of video programming based on 
a weighted profile feature, as taught by Wang, within the user profile sharing, and 
video recommending system taught by Finseth. The motivation would have been 
to allow a user to dictate the amount of influence particular portions of the other 
user's profile has on the combined video recommendations. 

8. Claims 9 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Finseth (U.S. Patent 6,81 3,775) in view of Logan (US 2008/00921 68) and Hawkins 
(U.S. Patent 6,005,561). 

For Claim 9 as discussed in Claim 8, Finseth teaches: 

selecting the at least one response based on the predetermined 

characteristic (Col. 17 Lines 30-40, note a user selects portions of the other user 

profile information according to security considerations). 

Finseth does not teach: 

the receiving further comprises soliciting a corresponding price for the use 

of the at least one other user profile, wherein the selecting comprises selecting 

the at least one response based on the corresponding price. 
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Hawkins teaches: 

a user of a video system having the ability to sell a file containing the 
user's viewing history (Col. 16 Lines 39-48) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to solicit a price for the use of another's user 
profile, and to select the use of another's profile based on said price. The 
motivation would have been to allow a first viewer to offer compensation to a 
second viewer for access to the second viewer's profile information. 



For Claim 17 as discussed in Claim 16, Finseth teaches: 

means for receiving at least one response to a request (Fig. 3 Element 82 
with Col. 7 Lines 43-48); and a user interface (Fig. 15 Elem. 240) for selecting 
the at least one response based on the predetermined characteristic (Col. 17 
Lines 30-40). 
Finseth does not teach: 

the apparatus of claim 16, wherein a corresponding price for the use of the 
at least one other user profile is also received with the at least one response, 
wherein the user interface comprises means for selecting the at least one 
response based on the predetermined characteristic and the corresponding 
price . 

Hawkins teaches: 
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a user of a video system having the ability to sell a file containing the 
user's viewing history (Col. 16 Lines 39-48) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to receive a price for another's user profile 
information, and to incorporate means within the user interface for selecting 
another's user profile information based on the corresponding price. The 
motivation would have been to allow a first viewer to offer compensation to a 
second viewer for access to the second viewer's profile information. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bennett Ingvoldstad whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3431 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached on (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Bennett Ingvoldstad/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2427 

/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2427 



